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1. [3 The amendment filed on 25 October 2004 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) ^ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendment is not entered because it is directed to matters affecting the scope of the invention that was claimed and 
thus deemed patentable. As stated in the examiner's reasons for allowance "the second computer being preprogrammed to 
at least partially disable the first computer" is not taught or fairly suggested by the prior art. The aforementioned recitation is 
vastly different from the first computer being preprogrammed to disable itself. While the specification is enabling with 
respect to the preprogramming of the first computer to disable itself applicant did not claim as much. Claims 22-30 would 
require a search for elements that were not under consideration during the initial search of claims 1-21. With regard to claim 
19, the examiner interprets the claim to read the second computer being capable of providing an enable code to override the 
disabling by the second computer. Applicant is reminded that no amendment may be made as a matter of right after the 
mailing of the notice of allowance. However, applicant is free to file a divisional or a continuation application to clear up the 
matters for which he is concerned. 
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